Applicant : Rahul R. Yak! Attorney's Docket No.: 5 4892-0 U 00 1 

\<'s,J \o 00 %> is 

Filed : December 21, 2000 

In response to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment dated November 2, 2006, 
Applicant .submits that the present Amendment is in compliance with 37 CF.il 1.1.21. I he 
present Amendment is responsive to a final Office Action .mailed April 27, 2006. 

Claims 1-29 are pending in the application. The title stands objected to for not being 
descriptive. The specification stands object to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis lor 
the claimed subject matter. Claims 1, 18. 19, and 23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. Claims 1, 18, 19, and 
23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph as being indefinite for failing, to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention for using the phrase, "terminating a communications path.*' Claims 1-9 and 11-29 
stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by .Mailer et al. (U.S. Fat No. 
6,804,558) ("Hailer"). Claim 10 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hailer in view of Fan et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5.815,126) ('Tan'"). Applicant is amending 
claims as listed herein above. Claim 30 is being added. Upon entry of the Amendment claims 
1-30 viil be pending No new matter is being introduced b\ was of the amendment" 

With regard to the objection to the title. Applicant, has amended the title as provided 
above so as to be more descriptive of the claimed invention. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests that the objection to the title be withdrawn. 

With regard to the rejections of claims 1. 18, 19, and 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first and 
second paragraphs, Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections. Applicant respectfully 
disagrees that '"terminating a communications path" was not described m the specris.cat.ron m 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor, at the time 
the application was tiled, had possession of the claimed invention and that the phrase lacks 
written description. For example, see Fig. 1 showing exemplary terminals 110 (i.e., terminals 
114, l ib, 118, 120. 122, and 124) and the associated description in the specification. However, 
he oha<* * i <m\ t ». n, v mn abons path has bet t deleted Oe-nbK J««> ,a,u k ^ i 
"terminal" used in each of the noted claims. As "terminating a communications path" is no 
longer in the noted claims. Applicant respectfully submits that the rejections are .moot, and 



requests thai the rejections of claims 1, 18, 19, and 23 under 35 U.S.C. § H2 5 first and s 
paragraph, be withdrawn. 
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Co«chision 

In view of the above, it is believed that the application is in order for issuance. Should 
the Examiner have any further questions or comments, the Examiner is invited to call tne 
Aoolicanfs representative at the phone number provided below. 

A check in the amount of $25 for excess claim fees, a check in ihe amount o^** to; 
Request, for Continued Examination filing fee, and a check m the amount 01 fc>25 los nit Pttnu>n 
for Two-Month Extension of Time were enclosed with the Amendment filed Sepsuiou 2o 
2006, Applicant believes no further fees are due, however, me uamimaMone* \« Iviein 
authorized to charge any fees or credit any overpayments to deposit account 00-1050, 

Respect full) suboirtcd. 

Date: December 4, 2006 

PTO Customer No. 2623 J 

Fish & Richardson F.C. 
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